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with their husbands, were wrong before, and have changed for the better.
Sist. It is better so far, that it takes away the foundation of family breaches, which you speak of.
Eld. Sist. But it is a sad exchange if it be wrong; for the woman then exchanges the peace of her conscience for peace with her husband; loses her religion, and gives up her principles instead of exchanging them for better.
Sist. There may be some compliance sure, without entirely abandoning principle; you propose no medium between right and wrong.
Eld. Sist. Why, take our cousin we were speaking of, or her husband the quaker, let them stand for the example. Suppose she, in compliance with him, (for you know she has affection enough to do any possible thing to oblige him,) should turn quaker, would she not retain a sting in her soul that would destroy all her inward peace ?
Sist. I don't know what to say to that. Quakers are Christians, I hope.
Eld. Sist. I won't enter into that; I'll allow them to be Christians too; but take it of him, as well as of her; suppose him to change then, and come over to her, then it would be the same in. him; which is all one to the case in hand. Pray, where is the felicity of such a match, where one or other is supposed to act without conscience, or against conscience, all their days, for conjugal peace, and to sacrifice principle to affection ? Are not these still invincible arguments for what I am persuading to ?
Sist. I scarce know what you are persuading to, not I.
Eld. Sist. Yes, you do, sister, very well; however, I'll repeat it as often as you say so. I am urging the necessity of young people- comparing